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REMARKS 

Jn response to the Electipri Requirement of July 16, 2007, applicants submit that all 
claims are in condition for allowance. Claims 1, 27-3? y and. 44-73 are pending, of which claims 
1, 27, 50, arid 64 are independent. Claim 1 has been withdrawn from consideration, 
^cpr^ingly, claims 27^3 8:aiid 44-73 are preserited fpr ^aimnation. 

Election of Species 

Responsive to the Election Requirement of July 16, 2007, applicants elect Species 3, 
upon which, at least, claims 27-38 are-believed to read. This election is made without traverse; 

. <iy^^^th& Bt^^pi^vK^^^iil^l indicates |^t^]|0pies : reads on paragraph [0112] of 
the application, applicants note that this species is supported by additional portions of the 
application, such as, for example, portions of each ofparagraphs [0006]-[0013], [0022]-[0025] 
and [0067]-[01 16]; and FIGS. 3-13. To the extent that thesse paragraphs are not deemed by the 
Office to support species 3 , Applicant solicits furt^ from the Office. 

New Claims 

New dependent claims 48 and 49 depend from independent claim 27; Accordingly, 
applicants submit that new dependent claims 48 and 49 properly belong within Species 3 and 
that new dependent claims 48 and 49 are allowable over the prior art of record at least because of 
their dependencies and for the reasons noted in connection with independent claim 27 in 
applicants* June 21, 2007 Supplemental Amendment in Reply to Action of February 26, 2007. 

New independent ci&ms 50 arid 64^recite features similar to those recited in independent 
claim 27 arid do so in the context of a system (claim 50) and a computer program product (claim 
60). Accordingly, applicants submit that new independent claims 50 and. 64 and their respective 
dependent claims, claims 5 1 -63 and claims 65-73, properly belong within Species 3 and are 
allowable at least for the reasons rioted in cormection with in 27 in applicants' 

Jupe 2 1 , 2007 Supplemental Amendment in Reply to Action of February 26, 2007. 
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Conclusion 

Applicants submitithat all claims are in condition for allowance. 

It is believed that all of the pending issues have been addressed. However, the absence of 
a reply to a specific rejection, issue, or comment does not : signify agreement with or concession 
of that rejection, issue, or comment In addition^ because the arguments made above may not be, 
exha^tiye^ there may be reasons for patrataW of any or S pending claims (or other claims) 
that have not been expressed, Finally, nothing in this reply should he construed as an intent to 
concede any issue with regard to any:cladm, except asspecifically stated in this reply, and the 
amendment of any claim doeiric^ of unpatentability of the claim 

prior to its amendment. 

Nafees are believed duei Pl^Q j^pl^^iy charges or credits to Deposit Account 
No. 06-1050. 

Respectfully submitted. 


Date: 


Fish & Richardson P.C. 
1425 K Street, N.W, 
11th Floor 

Washington, DC20005>3500 
Telephone: (202) 783-5070 
Facsimile: (202) 783-2331 


W. Karl Renner 
Reg. No. 41,265 


404372 Widoc 


